Denver Law Review
Volume 8

Issue 12

Article 4

January 1931

Dictaphun
Dicta Editorial Board

Follow this and additional works at: https://digitalcommons.du.edu/dlr

Recommended Citation
Dictaphun, 8 Dicta 21 (1931).

This Article is brought to you for free and open access by the Denver Law Review at Digital Commons @ DU. It has
been accepted for inclusion in Denver Law Review by an authorized editor of Digital Commons @ DU. For more
information, please contact jennifer.cox@du.edu,dig-commons@du.edu.

DICTAPHUN
HYMNUS CYGNINAE
Despite some of the adroitest electioneering witnessed since the nominating committee system took all the fun out of Bar Association elections,
the Board of Editors, who have so magnificently conducted Dicta through
Volume 8 thereof (q. v.), were unable to re-elect their sponsor and you will
have to get along without us in Volume 9. As we said before, but not nearly
so appropriately (and our stuff is very appropriate), "Ancient and Holy
things fade like a dream".

PRIZES AWARDED AT SECRET MEETING
In 8 Dicta (3) 21, it will be remembered by those who followed our
advice in 8 Dicta (2) 22 to keep them so you can q. v., that two prizes would
be awarded in two big events. To wit: Split Infinitive Sweepstakes, the
winnah to be the judge of the Supreme Court who could split the most in
Volumes 88 and 89, Colorado Reports. The Dissenting Opinion Handicap,
prize to be awahded to the judge of the Supreme Court who should write the
most dissenting opinions in 1931. Due to the untimely and regrettable termination of the burgeoning careers of the present Editors a secret meeting
was held at which it was determined to award the prizes now. The prizes
will be delivered f. o. b. to the proud champions, who are:
The Split Infinitive Sweepstakes

Mr. Justice .................
*, Mr. Justice ............
*, Mr.
J ustice ................................................... *, M r. J ustice ................................................... *, M r. J ustice
............................................
, M r. J u stice --------------------------------------------* , an d M r. J u stice
Dissenting Opinion Handicap
*. M r. Justice ..................................
M r. Justice ..................
as hinted earlier, was barred for professionalism.

*...........

*Name on request if you furnish a surety company bond.

HONORABLE MENTION
In that same 8 Dicta (3) 21 above mentioned the rules for the Split
Infinitive Sweepstakes .were printed. These, inter alia (in part to you!),
provided: "* * * Split infinitives used in quotations from Colorado statutes,
no credit; those used in quotations from other courts (Arkansas excepted),
one-fourth point; Arkansas splits, one-half point * * *."

DICTA
Which led Carle Whitehead, as long ago as January 15, 1931, to send
a special delivery letter to the Editors from which we quote-freely:
"Who ever heard of 'Arkansas splits' being referred to as 'one-half point'?
Shades of Arkansas!"
Italics his.

WE KEEP OURS BACK OF 33 CORPUS JURIS
"The case of Hester v. U. 8., 265 U.. S. 57, is a most interesting and
illuminating case upon the point now under discussi3n. Hester was convicted
of concealing distilled spirits under the Revised Statutes." Cooper, D. J., in
U. S. v. Phillips, 34 F. (2d) 495, 498.

THIS IS NOT FUNNY
"The learned counsel on both sides of the case agree upon one proposition
concerning the interpretation of this statute, and only one, which is, that its
meaning is plain and obvious. From this common premise, they proceed,
with much earnestness, to demonstrate, on the one hand, the error, on the
other, the correctness of the former adjudication."
Ireland v. Arapahoe County, 6 Colo. 280, 281.

GOOD FAITH CONTEST-TRY AND WIN ITI
Jesse H. Sherman, Esq., offers $10 to the first person to furnish a correct analysis of the first sentence in the form of certificate of sale now (and
for some years) used by the Public Trustee of the City and County of Denver.
The sample attached to his letter to the Editors is the current edition supplied
by Mr. Monson and is marked "Form 6". Get one! Get two!! The Editors kept the offer secret for one month while we wrestled with the problem
but we are sorry we didn't publish it last month and let you suffer as long
as we have.
Mr. Sherman suggests that for the first three months the contest be
restricted to Denver lawyers and that then it be opened to the public.
The prize is being kept in Mr. Sherman's pocket and will be shown on
request. Solutions, however, must be addressed to Dicta.
Mr. Sherman is of opinion that the analysis furnished by the successful
contestant should be put of record in the Recorder's office for ready reference
by those obliged to read the form. We will pay the recording fee.
Note: Dicta only running 32 pages precluded printing of the aweinspiring, grammar-defying, syntax-despising, all-embracing, and breath-taking
sentence.
SALUTEM!
Sorry to have met you.

